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Figure 1 
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COMPARISON OF TRAb COATED TUBES (CT) 
AND PEG PRECIPITATION ASSAYS - BOTH USING 
1 25-l-LABELLED TSH 
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TRAb COATED TUBE ASSAY - RESULTS IN DIFFERENT 

PATIENT GROUPS 
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Figure 2 
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COMPARISON OF EL1SA AND PEG PRECIPITATION ASSAYS 
FOR TRAb USING 21 GRAVES SERA 
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TRAb ELISA RESULTS IN DIFFERENT PATIENT GROUPS 
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Fi gure 3 
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COMPARISON OF TRAb DIRECT BINDING 
TO 125-I-LABELLED TSH RECEPTOR 
WITH INHIBITION OF TSH BINDING 
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DIRECT TRAb ASSAY - RESULTS IN DIFFERENT 
PATIENT GROUPS 
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